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FOREWORD 


These estimates have been computed andare presented in the same 
manner as in previous years (Plant Disease Reporter Supplement 94, 1936). 
Additions and corrections will be gladly received and revisions will 

be published in the Reporter. 


It may be well to call attention again to the fact that States 
from which no estimates for a particular crop are received are left out 
of the calculations for the percentage loss for the country as a whole. 
This results in a figure that may in some cases be greater, in others 
smaller, depending upon the crop and the disease, than would be the 
case if estimates were available from all states. ~guch completeness is 
at present not attainable and it is thought that a figure more repre- 
sentative for the country as a whole is obtained in this manner than 

if the estimates were diluted with the production for States not re- 


porting. 


The fact that these: estimates- are not.claimed to be exact may 
also be emphasized again. -In some'cases, it-is true, counts have been 
made on which a fairly accurate estimate can be based. In most cases, 


however, the figures are the result of the combined judgment of path- 
Ologists in the various States, based upon their individual observations 


and reports they have received. If these estimates are sincerely made 
they do permit comparison of one year with another, which is their main 
purpose and is all that is claimed for them. If we wait until really 
exact estimates are obtainable, a record that is of considerable com- 
parative value will have been lost in the meantime. 


Comparison of these estimates with those for 1935 show some 
considerable variations. Some of the mere interesting are as fol- 
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Crop and Disease 


Wheat, stem rust 

Barley, stem rust 

Barley, scab 

Oats, crown rust 

Field corn, ear rots 
except Diplodia 

Field corn, stalk rots 
except Diplodia 

Field corn, Diplodia 

Apple, scab 

Pear, blight 

Peach, leaf curl - 

Cherry, leaf spot 

Grape, black rot 
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rots (various organisms), and other diseases, 1936. 
Leaf Rust 


Scab 
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* omitted in calculations for U. S. percentage loss. 


| 51 
~ & 
oN 
uN 
. q 
ee ee ee ee 88 #8 ee 
Or <= 
a3 
N 
H 
rea) 
ee ee 88 88 ee i 
2 
n 
a 
& OG 
© 
4 
ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
On 
| 3 
ee ee ef ee oe ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
* * * 


BARLEY 


Bushels 


All Diseases 


cum), spot blotch 


Stem Rust 
: & 


Scab 
3 1,000 
Bushels 


3: 
els: % 


00 
h 


1, 
:Bus 


Covered Smut 
; 


1,000 
:Bushels 


spp.), covered smut (Ustilago hordei), scab (Gibberella 
Loose Smut 


is), and other diseases, 1936. 


Spot Blotch 


Estimated reduction in yield of barley due to diseases 


Stripe 


Estimated reduction in yield 2f barley due to stripe (Helminthosporium gramin 


Production 
1,000 
Bushels 


saubinetii), stem rust (Puccinia gramin 


(Pyrenophora teres), louse smut (Ustile 


Table 2. 


i+ 
i+ + 


e 
oo 
oe ee ee 


O. 


ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
& 
OMA 


& 


te eP t+ 
ond 


au 

oo 
Nahe 

an 


Ovo HOO Wet 
oO 
+ + + + 
oO 
+ + + + 
oO . 
NY 
DOE OM 
4 OD NX: 
Tot 4 


aA 
a 
+ 


dane 


N 


+ 


ee ee ee ee ee 
@ 


‘ 


NYA 
ee 
ee ee ee 
ad 
ee 


ee ee ee oe 


ee ee ee ae 
tie 
se be a se ef ef 

+ 


Pie @ ete 
OMAA 


(Aantinuea ) 


5e 
aed 
a 
i 
4 
aq io 
6 
st NO SO 
Ya) 
\o 
it 
+ 
ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ef 
ee ee ee ee ee «ef ee ee ee es ee ee ee ee 
oa 
a 
as i 
ee ee ee ee ee ee oe ee ee oe ee ee eo ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
oO | + 1 NVI +0 
fea) 
ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
ond 
ee #2 #8 68 #8 88 48 89 ee eo Ge 80 206 
ASS 
* * * * | 2 


1,000 
Bushels 


All Diseases 


Scab : Stem Rust 


Covered Smut 


‘Loose Snut 


Spot Blotch 


Estimated reduction intyteld of barley due to. diseases . 


Stripe 


Production 


Barley (Continued) 


172 


5,476 


15 


5.1 


t 


* omitted in calculations for U. S. percentage loss. 
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Table 4. 


RYE 


Estimated reduction in yield of rye due to smut (Urocystis 
occulta), ergot (Claviceps purpurea), leaf rust (Puccinia rubigo-vera 


secalis), stem rust (P. graminis), and other diseases’, ‘19%6.. 


H 3 Estimated reduction in yield of rye due to diseases 

:Production: Snut : Ergot : Leaf Rust : Stem Rust :All Diseases 
State: 1,000 : : 1,000 : : 1,000 : : 1,000 : : 1,000 : : 1,000 

: Bushels : % :Bushels: % ;:Bushels: % :Bushels: % :Bushels: 4% :Bushels 
Mass. : 0. : Os de 4 de £2 3: Jo 3 + 
Re Ie: - 3 a * - + 
NeJe 36 - =3 - =: - 2 =% - 
Pa. 1,260: Be + 85 + : 156 
Ohio : 702: t: + +: Ol: + 2 0.5: 4A: t: + : 0.6: 4 
Ind. : 1,188 : : O: * O-: ts: + 
Till. 862: t: 3 Oo: ts * 4 Ot. + 
Mich.: 1,622: t: + 3: te + ¢ te: + ts 8 
Wis. : 2,100: t: + * 2 65: t: 76 
Minn.: 4,325 : t: * ¢ 320. : 3: + 
Tova ; 1,050 : t: + ts: + 3: * ll 
N. D.: > : O: Bs + 3:06: O: O- : G: 32 + 
S- D.: 1,608 : -: - 332 - 3 Oc 3 Bz 33 
Kans. : - 3: « - 3: QO. O- : O: 3 3 0 
Del. 2 - ¢ 3 + * + 
‘Ma. 188. - : ¢ les 


+ 3 

+ 3 - 3 3 
Ark. : - : ts: + 3: ts + 
Kokla.: 44: -: - 3: - - 
Mont. 0:0. : Os * O: Qe ¢ + 
*Idaho: 8: -: - 3 ¢ @f = = -'3 - 
Wyo. : 138 - 3: * - 84 + 
"Colo. 232: -: - 3: O: <3 - 
Oreg.: 700 : O: te : : Od: 4 
Ue Se: 25,5542: ts + : 0602: 33: 0.0: 159: t: 344 


*Omitted in calculations for U. Ss percentage loss.. 
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Table 4. Estimated reduction in yield of oats due to smts (Ustila 
' avenae ‘and U. levis), stem rust (Puccinia graminis), crown rust (P. 
coronata), and other diseases, 19%36. 
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Istimated reduction in yield due to diseases: 


,» ear rots and stalk rots (various organisms other than Diplodia), 


zeae), bacterial wilt (Aplanobacter stewarti), and other diseases, 1946. 
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SWEET CORN 


Table 6. Sweet corn for manufacture; estimated: reduction in yield of 
sweet corn due to smut (Ustilago zeae), bacterial-wilt (Aplancbacter _ 
stewarti), stalk and ear rots (Diplodia zeae), and other diseases, 1936. 


Estimated reduction in yield due to diseases 


:Production: : Bacterial : : All 
State : Short : Smut : Wilt : Diplodia : Diseases 
: Tons Short : : Short: Short: - :-Short 
$s ‘Tons: 4%: Tons: %: Tons: %: Tons 
Maine : 60,800: +t: + O: ts: 
*N. He : 2,700 :' -: - :-ts + : - - 
*Vt. : 3,200 : - - - 3: - 
Re Ie 3: ts * =3 * ¢ 
Conn. : 3. * ¢ * =8 - 525: + 
Ne Ye $ 37» 300 3 761 t + % - 4 2. 761 
Pa. : 21,100 : 6& : 1,407: +t: + 3:3. 703 :10. : 2,344 
Ohio : 37,300: 1. : 377: 0-1: 3B: t: + :lel: 415 
: 39,000: 5: 2,008: "tr t: 5. 2,084 
*T1ll. s 127,000 =: - - 3 - 
Mich. : 5,800: 5. : 0..: 0: 0-1: 6:52: 318 
Wis. : 25,200 : 5 3: 1,400: t: + 1,400 :10- : 2,000 
Minn. :° 100,000 : 7- : 7,009 : 0. : Oo: &3 + : 8: 8,696 
Iowa : 41,200: 7e : 3,315: t: + : 3. : 1,421 :13. : 6,157 
Del. : 10,600 : 0-5: - - gi. 108 
Md. : 78,200: 1. : 833 : 83: =: 6.2: 5,080 
Va. 3 + 3: 1.5: + .3.0053 3 325: + 
W. Va. : 4e * t Set + 3 OF: + :14.5: + 
*Tenn. : 6,800 : -: - 
Colo. : 3 * : 0 Q- 3 Se 3 + 
Oreg. - 3 or ¢ 0.5: + 
**Other ; : : : : 
Ue Se: 605,100 : 3.7:18,146 : t: 121 : 0.7: 3,530 : 5-9: 28,763 


* Omitted in calculations for U. S. percentage loss. 
** Includes Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Kentucky, Missouri, Montana, Okla- 
homa, Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Virginia, Yashington, and Wyoming. 


(Fu: 
Stute: 

Conn. : 

NeJe 3 

| Paw : 
| Ind. : 
Tl. : 

Iowa : 

MO 

Kans. ; 

Del. : 

Md. 

Va. : 

N.C. 4 

S.C. 3 

Gae 3: 

Fla. : 

Ky. : 

Tenn.: 

Ala. : 

Miss. : 

Ark. : 

Okla. : 

Texas: 

Calif: 

* omi 


SYERT POTATO 


Table 7. Estimated reduction in yield of sweet potato due to stem rot 
(Fusarium sop.), foot rot {Plenodomus-destruens), black rot (Ceratostomella 
fimbriata), and-other diseases, and estimated.loss from storage-rots..- 


Estimated reduction.in.yield due to diseases: 
Production: Stem Rot; Foot Rot Black Rot ;All Diseases:Storage Rots 
— 2----- 1,000. 1,000. .-: 1,000. : 1,000. :.... : 1,000 
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Iowa -: - * 
MO. -: - * 
Kans. : 10 
Del. 
Md. 9 
N.C. 1,134 ae 
S.C. 
Ca. 663 i 
Tenn. - * 
Ale. : 6, 160 616 
Miss. 6,474 ve 647 
Ark, : 2,145: 2 45 215 
Okla. : 3 11 105 
Texas: 43, 40 is: 3 46 O. : 0:10. : 461 968 :12. : 437 
: 64,144 | 2,326: t: 17: 2.3: 1,264 : 8.9: 4,912 :11.1: 4,821 
* omitted in calculations fcr U. S. percentagé loss. - 
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Table~8. Estimated reduction in yield of potato due to mosaic (virus), 
leaf roll (virus), late blight (Phytophthora infestans), Rhizoctonia 


(Corticium vagum). 


— Estimated reduction in due to diseases 
State : 1,000° _Mnsaic. Leaf’ Roll” -:Late Blight 
 Bushels : 1,000 : : :... : 1,000 
Sey % :Bushels: % :Bushels; Ip :Bushels: % :Bushels 


Mich. : 26,125 : 0.2: 64 2. 1,555 


Minn. 


8 
ote, 
+ 
or 
Q 


2 
= 
NOW 
CAs 
Coan 


> 
ro) 
“OO. O90 
ee 


1,692 : + t: * 0:5 : 91 
*aAla. 2,7 4 te - - 3 - - 
1509 - -: -:- - 3 
’ 2 = - - - 
Okla. : 2,112: - - £¢ 3 0. : O- 
Texas 2,860 : 2. : 1. 38: + th 
Mont. i, 0 4. am er 5 


. ef 
We) 
ct 
+ 
7 
co 
+ 


=| 
WN 


ct 
+ 
ee ef 
ct 
+ 


Colo. 1 + $0: 0:0. : 193 
*ariz. : - : - - - 
Utah hi 30 : 3. 68 : 2 : 45 : 0. 0: 8 182 
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* Omitted in calculations for U. S. percentage loss. 
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Blackleg (Bacillus phytophthorus), Fusarium wilt (Fusarium spp.), tipburn 
and hopperburn (non-parasitic and leaf hopper), early blight (Alternaria 


solani), scab (Actinomyces scabies), and other diseases, 1936. 
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66 : SNAP BEANS 
Table 11. Snap beans for manufacture; estimated reduction in yield due to 
anthracnose (Colletotrichum lindemuthianum), bacterial blights (Bacterium 
spp-), mosaic (virus), root rots: (various | orgénisms), rust 
phaseoli typica), and other diseases, 1936." 


:Produc-: Reduction in ‘yiela due diseases 
: tion : Anthrac- ; Bacterial: All 


State: Short ;: nose : Blights': Mosaic :;: Root Rots: Rust Diseases : 
: Tons :Short: :SHort; . .:Short; .. :Short: :Short: :Short 

: : %: Tons: %: Tons: %: Tons: 4%: Tons: Tons: %:; Tons 
:10,400: t: + 0.5: 1.5: 162: 1.5: 162: t: : 365: 378 
Pa. : 2,200 : 4. : 104 : 005: (13:: de : 10d: 5e : 130: 1. 26 215.5: 403 Conn. 
Ind. : 1,100: -: - :l sill NeJe ¢ 
Til. : 20.3: + its) 2:10. + leis, + -: + 
Mich.: 6,500 : 0. : O: 2.5: 167 : 0. : O: 7:0. :, 0: 27: 181 Ohio 
Wis. : 5,000: 0. : Of: le 266: + 20 0:6: 319 Ind. : 
Towa : ts 2 Ost : Ot Oe O.: + 
Del. : 1,100: ts + #8: 8 3° es. 3 + 3 
Md. :13,500: t: * 1. ::14b 10.5: 70: 2.5: 352: -: 4.2: 577 
2:0. : O: 3% 2: © + 2100. + Towa : 
NeCe 3 $ t 3: + : l. . 222. : + NeDe : 
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Uteh : 2,000: -: - @: #4 2:2: Gi: 103: 25s SE 
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States: 6,200 : : : “eee : : : : : : : Zz ‘ 
:70,000 : 0-2: 104 : 1.3: O42 : 1.1: 662 : 1.1: 666: 0.1: 91 4.6:2,050 
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Omitted in calculations for U. S- percentage loss. 
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DRY BEANS 


Table 13. Estimated reduction in yield of dry beans due to anthracnose 
(Colletotrichum lindemuthianum), bacterial blights (Bacterium spp.), 
mosaic (virus), root rots (varicus organisms), rust (Uromyces phaseoli 
typica), and other diseases, 1936. 


:Produc-: -Estimated reduction in yield due to diseases 
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° Bags of 190 pounds. 
* Omitted in calculations Se percentage loss. 
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GREEN PEAS 


Green peas for manufacture; estimated reduction in yield due to 


bacterial blight (Bacterium pisi), Fusarium wilt (Wuisarium orthoceras pisi), — 
Ascochyta blight (Mycosphaerella pinodes and Ascochyta’ spp.}, root~rots 
(various organisms), and other diseases, 19%6. 
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* Omitted in calculations for U. S. percentage loss. 
** Includes California, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, New Jersey, 
Tennessee, Texas, and Wyoming. 
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Table 15. 


GREEN PEAS 


Green peas for market; estimated reduction in yield due to 
bacterial blight (Bacterium pisi), Fusarium wilt (Fusarium orthoceras 


pisi), Ascochyta blight (Mycosphaerella pinodes and Ascochyta spp.), 
root rots (various organisms), and other diseases, 1946. 


to diseases 


: Produce ; Estimated reduction in yield due 
: tion : Bacterial : Fusarium ; Ascochyta : : x 
State: 1,000 Blight Wilt : Blight : Root Rots Diseases 
- + -¢ *Bushels: : 1,000 ;: ; 1,000 : : 1,900 : : 1,000 : : 1,000 
: : % :Bushels: % :Bushels: % :Bushels: %:Bushels: % :Bushels 
Mass. 0.5: 34.3 ¢ 3 + + 331.53 + 
Conn. : - -3 » te + + 1.53 +. 
Ne Yo 3 - 3 + 3:8. 2:8: 28 
*N. Jo : 180 : -: - 3: - - 
Pa. - gl. + 3 ts: + + :16. +. 
Ohio te + $: 065: * * $ 353° 
Wise tes * whe t £0. 3 Os * 
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N. : 190: 1. : 6: le: 2:10. : 2 
*s. C. : 175: - 3: - % - 3 - - 
Flea. : 508 : 1. : = 3 des 310. 61:17. : 104 
Texas : ts: + =: t3 + 3 O : :37 55 
Mont. te + tes + tes: * Ge + 
Idaho : 440: t: Oe O :10.‘: 49:11. : 54 
Utah 3; > = - t¢ * - : 6.5: + 
*Calif.: 4,660: -: - : - 3: -3 - 3: ©: 
U. S : 9,168 : 0.2: 20.3: : 66 :11.6: 388 :16.6: 556_ 
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Table 17. 


SUGAR BEET. 


Phoma rot (Phoria betae), and other diseases, 1936. 


Ebbima bed: reduction: in ‘yirela ‘of’ sugar’ Beet dué ‘tor 
(Heterodera Schachtii), curly top (virus), leaf spot {Cercospora beticola), 


:production: 
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: : %: Short : %: Short : 4: Short: %: Short : 4%: Short 

H : Tons ; : Tons : Tons Tons ; : Tons 
Ohio : Os GO 5: 05: 2:12. : 38 
Mich. 936: 0. : 0:0: Ol: lis 15:51: 51 
Wis. 3 3 0:8: + 3: t; Ue 3 + 
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1 5 310. 21 Os 0:1. 2 $ 
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Table 20. Estimated reduction in yield of peach due to leaf curl (Taphrina 
deformans), brown rot (Sclerotinia fructicola), virus diseases, scab (Clado- 
sporium carpophilum), and other diseases, 197%6. 


: reduction in-yield due to diseases 

: Produce ; : Virus $ All 
State: tion : Leaf Curl ee : Diseases : Seab : Diseases 

: 1,000 : ,.:1,000 : ¢ « £ : 1,000 : : 1,000 

: % :Bushels: % :Bushels: % :Bushels: % :Bushels: 4% :Bushels 


Mass. : 105: : 1: 3.5 


1 

RI. : Bele: ¢ Bs: 1 

Conn. : 158 : 0.5: - 2: 
N.Y. : 700 Gs. gies: 7 + 
NeJ- : 1,380: 1. 89 

Pa. : 76:1. : : : 9: 

Miche: 1,334: 0. O: + 31°: 


oO 
e 
ine) 


oe #8 se 
ee ee 


Towa : 10 : 0. 3 02:08 2 Oc. 3 O : O« 

Mo. 66: t: + 3 - : -3 - 3s: -3 + 
*Kans.: 17: - - : -: - ¢ - 


Md. : 363: 


Del. : 514: 0.5: 3 t: + 
Va. : 570 : le 6 
2 


W.Vae: 100 : 2 : 


re) 
nm 
ee ee ee . 
WI 


NeC. : 1,800: t 2 * - ge? 21:14. : 294 
*S.Ce : 1,525: <3: - -3 - - - - 
*Fla. - 3 - 3: - - : - - 
Ky. 110 t 3: + 3:2. 2:0. 3: ts: 2 
: 1,040: -: - - 2. 21 
Ark. : tt - t Bs + 
‘La. ae t + - r=: - - - 
Temas: 1,20: + 2.: 3:5: 74 225. 282 


Idaho: 139 + 20. : 0:0 : 0:0. O: 10 
Colo.: 1,213 : 0. : he 13:3 : 38: 0. 451 
*Nev. 8: - t - : - -3 - - 
Oreg. : eps .~ + 212.5: 37: - - 37 
*Calif: 21,627: - : -; - 3 - : - : : 

Ue. Se: 46,118 : 0.2: 42: 4.1: 951: 0.4: 88 : 0.6: 128 8. 


* Omitted in calculations.for U. S. percentage loss. 


: 
: 8 
: 7 
1 
3 
1 


CHERRY 


Table 21. Estimated reduction in yield of cherry due to 
brown rot (Sclerotinia fructicola), leaf spot (Coccomyces 
hiemalis), and other diseases, 1936. 


:Estimated reduction in yield due to diseases 
roduction: Brown Rot : Leaf Spot All Diseases 
Tons : 
I 


tJ 


State 


a 


- Tons’ Tons Tons 


Mass. 
R. Te 
Conn. 
Ne Ye 
N. J. 
Pa. 
Ohio 
Tll. 
Mich. 
Wise. 
Towa 
Del. 
Md. 
Va. 
Va. 
Ne. Ce 
Ark. 
Okla. 
Texas 
*Vont. 
Idaho 1,890 
Colo. 810 
Utah : 5530 
*"ash. . 15,000 
Oreg. 14,500 :12.5: 2,071 
"Calif. : 22.000: «= 
U. :106,050 : 3.2: 2,509 


+ 
+ 
+ 


130 


oe ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
Meee t+ 


ar) 


ee 
ee 28 #8 88 #8 88 
ro 


ee 


(+e ee eens + 


130 


. 


Ow 


pan 


4.3: 


* Omitted .in-calculations for U. S. percentage loss. 


{ 
2 
: 
10. 5: 
4 
5 
1 
L 
5 
a 
) 
46 e 
3 
> 
> 1 
: 
) 53 2,071 
: 
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Tabl 
Table 22. Estimated reduction in yield due to black rot (Myc 
(Guignardia bidwellii), and other diseases, 1936. ; (Aph 
and 
Tast of Rocky Mountains. 
: :ustimeted reduction in yieid due to diseases 
:Production: Black Rot :Other Diseases: All Diseases state: 
State : Tons. : : : : : 
: : Tons 4%: fons : %: Tons 
*Maine 10°: ¢ - - Maine: 
*N. He : ¢ #3 - Mass. 
Mass. 3: 320 2. 3 7°23 2 6. : Conn. : 
Ro Ie 2 200:: 1. : 2 te * 2 
Conne 3: 1,160 : 1. : 12@ +2: 24 *N. J. 
Ne Ye : 41,000: 1. : ‘A40 : 4. : 1,760 : 5 : 2,200 Pa. 
Ne Je : 2,600 : 5. : 5: 144 :10. : 288 Ohio 
Pa. : 15,800 :15. : 2,855 : 2: 301 - :l7. : 3,236 *Ind. : 
Ohio 22,000: 1.5: 335 22 :1.6: 357 Tll. : 
Ind. : 1,700 : ts: Mich. : 
Tll. : 3,500 : ts: + Tis. : 
Miche : 37,400: t: + tle: 378 :1: £378 Minn. : 
Wis. : 246 le 3 2s ¢ 7 Iowa : 
Minn. : 2 Oe Os ts + tes + Mo. 
Towa 3,200 : t: + te: + t: + Kans.: 
Mo. : 4,700 : t: + tes + Del. 
*Nebr. : 1,000 : - = 3 - Md. : 
Va. : 1,500 :15. : 281.:5.: 94 3:20. : 375 S.C. ; 
Ne Ce : 4,500 : 3. : 245: 8 : 392 *Fla. : 
Ga. : 770 :10. : 103 :15. : 257 *Tenn.: 
Fla. : 1,090 :25. : 389 : 5: 75 : 467 ‘Ala. 
Kye : 9590: ts : + - : ts + “Miss. 
Ala. : 500 : 2 32. 210. 64 Lae : ] 
Miss. 230 :15. : 46:10. : 77 Okla. : 
Ark. 10,000: * ¢h: tis Texas: 
*La. : 60: -: *% - Mont. : 
Texas 3: 1,500 :15. 94 3:20. : 475 "yO. : 
Reporting : : : : : : : Colo.: 
Area: 165,510 : 361: 5,357 : 2.2: 3,733 : 5-3: 9,090 : 
"asnes 
* Omitted in calculations for total percentage loss. *Oreg.: 1 


‘Calif: 
U. S. :10 
* omit 
** Tnel 
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Table 24. Estimated reduction in yield of strawberry due to leaf spot 
(Mycosphaerella fragariae), leaf scorch (Diplocarpon earliana), dwarf 
(Aphelenchoides fragariae), black root and root rot (various causes), 
and other diseases and estimated loss from fruit rots, 1936. 
Estimated reduction in yield due to diseases 
:Produc-: Leaf :Black Root: All 
State: tion :Leaf Spot : Scorch : Dwarf % Root Rots: Diseases :Fruit Pots 
1,000 21,000: 21,000: 71,000: 71,000: 21,000 
Crates crates: va :Crates: % :Crates 


c+ 


Maine 
Mass. 
Conn. 
*N. Ye 
Pa. 
Ohio : 
*Ind. 
Tll. 
Mich.: 
Tis. 
Minn. : 
Iowa : 
Mo. 
Kans. 
Del. 
Md. 
Va. 
7, Vae 
N.C. 
"B.C. 
*Ga. 
*Fla. 
Ky. 
*Tenn. 
Miss. 
Ark. 
La. 
Okla. 
Texas 
Mont. 
Idaho 
Colo. 
Utah 
*Tash. 
*Oreg. 
‘Calif 
U.S. :10,010 : 


e 


ct 
ee 
ee se 
ee 


WI 
e 


ct 


te 
e 
WN 
ine) 


ee 88 #8 « 

eo & 


+ 


m 


ee 88 of 


. 
. 
. 


ee 


ine) 
oy 
orm 


ct 
ee ee ve ee ee ee 


| 
e 


ct 


OnCo 


ine) 
WI 


c+ 
+++ 
ro) 


55 
800 


1,142 
694. 


ee 
ee 
ee ef 


ee ef *8 28 se 88 se 88 #88 68 88 of 
ee 


ee ef @8 #8 se #8 88 


* Omitted in calculations for U. S. percentage loss. 
** Includes winter injury. 


10. : + 
ot -: - 
1 -: - 
ef -: - 
t + + 
4 lo 
- - 111 
+ 
Oe 2 0 Os 0) 335. ;. 
- ea 
239 : 1.4: 89 : 0.5: 212.32 = 
— 


a 
a 
7 
= 
j 
. 
4 
4 
: 
q 
4 
- 


